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SUBSTANCE OF TELEPHONE CONVERSATIONS 



Applicants provide summaries of two telephone conversations, on November 5 and 20, 
2007, between the undersigned Applicants' representative and Mr. Kevin Little of the Office of 
Initial Patent Examination, at the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO). 

On November 5, 2007, Applicants contacted Mr. Little, advised that they wished to 
correct the Official Filing Receipt (OFR) issued on September 29, 2005, to make it consistent 
with the documents in the file of this application No. 10/529,479 (the "Application"), and asked if 
an expedited procedure existed for doing so. Mr. Little offered to correct the OFR during the 
telephone conversation. 

Applicants' representative pointed out that the September 29, 2005 OFR had an 
incomplete Domestic Priority, Foreign Applications, and Assignment data. 

In particular, the representative said that the domestic priority data did not specify that 
this Application is also a CIP of U.S. application number 10/1 17,030, filed on April 8, 2002, 
which was a CIP of U. S. application number 09/546,573, filed on April 10, 2000, now U.S. 
Patent No. 7, 108, 983 (the " '983 patent"). 
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Applicants also pointed out that the '983 patent claimed the benefit from Denmark patent 
application DK 1999 00476, filed on April 9, 1999. Further, Applicants' representative pointed 
out that the application is now assigned to Rigshospitalet, Public University Hospital, in addition 
to Hvidovre Public Hospital. 

Applicants noted that all of the above information was included in various documents in 
the file, such as the Application Data Sheet (ADS), the Preliminary Amendment, and the 
unexecuted Declaration, all filed on March 28, 2005 (when this Application was filed), and 
subsequently in several other documents filed in the Application, including the executed 
Declaration, filed on February 6, 2007, and assignments recorded on February 8 and February 12, 
2007. 

Mr. Little advised Applicants that his review of the record in the application was 
consistent with the above information and he made the necessary corrections in the OFR during 
the telephone conversation and in all the other relevant records of the USPTO. Mr. Little advised 
that the corrected OFR should be issued shortly, probably on November 6, 2007. 

On November 20, 2007, Applicants contacted Mr. Little and requested assistance in 
correcting a few minor typographical errors in the corrected OFR, dated November 6, 2007. The 
errors were: 

1 . the name of the first assignee needed to be corrected to read "Hvidovre Public 
Hospital"; 

2. in the address of the second assignee, the second instance of "Copenhagen, 
Denmark" was redundant; 

3. in the Foreign Applications section, the citation of the second foreign application 
needed to be corrected to read "DENMARK DK 1999[[9]] 00476 09/01/19990 
04/09/1999 . 
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Mr. Little advised Applicants that he reviewed the file of the application, found that it 
supported the suggested corrections, and corrected the November 6, 2007 OFR, and that a second 
corrected OFR would be issued on November 21, 2007. Applicants understand that all the other 
relevant records of the USPTO were also corrected. 

Applicants wish to express their appreciation to Mr. Little for his assistance. 

The correction of the benefit of Denmark patent application DK 1999 00476 is also 
consistent with an Interview Summary dated October 29, 2007, summarizing a separate telephone 
interview of October 1, 2007, between Applicants' representative and Mr. Daniel M. Sullivan, the 
Examiner, copy attached. During that interview, Applicants' representative requested 
clarification of the statement in the July 6, 2007 Office Action denying benefit of DK 1999 
00476. Mr. Sullivan stated that his review of the record appeared to indicate the denial was in 
error. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. § 1 . 136 is 
hereby made. Applicants believe that no fees are necessary in connection with this paper. Please 
charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, including extension of 
time fees, to Deposit Account 50-2478 and please credit any excess fees to such Deposit Account. 
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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1) Daniel M. Sullivan . 



(3) . 



(2) Stanislaus Aksman . 



(4) ■ 



Date of Interview: 01 October 2007 . 

Type: a)03 Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)Kl No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: . 

Identification of prior art discussed: . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)D was not reached. h)[x] N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 




Examiner's signature, if required 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 



PTOL-413 (Rev. 04-03) 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20071020 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 10/529,479 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant's representative requested clarification of the statement at 
page 3, paragraph 2 of the Office Action mailed 6 July 2007 denying benefit of Danish patent application DK 1999 
00476. Upon reviewing the record it appears that the denial of benefit on the ground that the foreign application was 
filed more than 1 year prior to the US filing date of the instant application is in error. Benefit of DK 1999 00476 was 
claimed in US application 09/546,573 of which the instant application is a continuation-in-part. (Application Data Sheet 
filed 28 March 2005.) 
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ii, .1, .'. • i nmu (he filed by the applicant An 



aminer was reached at Iti 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulator (CFR) § 1133 Interv.ews 

Paragraph (b) statement ol the reasons presented at the interview as 

. reconsideration is re^ 132) 

r^Il_< 

, „ rannnt hp based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively u. 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of R ^ substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 

the exaJiS^^ 566 ^ " ^ " *** ^ * ^ ' naCCUraaeS 

which bear directly on the question of patentability interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each on , dural matters , directed solely to restriction 

interview by checking the appropriate boxes »"^.«^^^ n ^^ 8 ^ofme Manual of Paten. Examining Procedure, or pointing 
requirements for which interview recordation is ^' s ^^™^ ^excluded from the interview recordation procedures below Where the 
out typographical errors or unreadable scnpt in ^ n a ^ n "!^^^ separate Interview Summary Record is required, 
substance of an interview is completely recorded ,n an E ™* r n S jn the righ t hand portion of the file, and listed on the 

The interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper Nc placea in y ^ ^ a( ^ 

"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal ^^^^.^^^^ is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a ^^IZ^^^S^fL the examiner is not likely before an allowance or ,f other 

srrcis^ 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 
Name of applicant 

Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

. Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) . 
Name of participan.(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, ^ 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior d tjon of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
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A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include aUeas. the following applicable items 
l\^tjrtef description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 
2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

(The identification of arguments need not be ^^f^^Z^^ ° tnPJS t of the principal arguments made to the 
describe th^se arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 
5| I ^J^^^S^^^^ Sss already desenbed in Ihe Interview Summary Form completed by 
the examiner 
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